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STABILITY OF GAPPED GROUND STATE PHASES
OF SPINS AND FERMIONS IN ONE DIMENSION

ALVIN MOON AND BRUNO NACHTERGAELE

ABSTRACT. We investigate the persistence of spectral gaps of one-dimensional frustration free quan-
tum lattice systems under weak perturbations and with open boundary conditions. Assuming the
interactions of the system satisfy a form of local topological quantum order, we prove explicit lower
bounds on the ground state spectral gap and higher gaps for spin and fermion chains. By adapting
previous methods using the spectral flow, we analyze the bulk and edge dependence of lower bounds
on spectral gaps.

Dedicated to the memory of Ludwig Faddeev

1. INTRODUCTION

An important result in the study of gapped ground state phases of quantum lattice systems (with
or without topological order) is the stability of the spectral gap(s) under uniformly small extensive
perturbations. The stability property implies that the gapped phases are full-dimensional regions in
the space of Hamiltonians free of phase transitions [1]. In recent years, such results were obtained in
increasing generality [2,3),5(7,8,16-18]. Our goal here is to extend the existing results applicable in
one dimension to Hamiltonians with so-called ‘open’ boundary conditions, meaning that we consider
systems defined on intervals [a,b] C Z and not on a cycle Z/(nZ). Specifically, this implies that
the neighborhoods of the boundary points a and b may be treated differently than the bulk. There
are physical and mathematical situations where one is naturally led to considering open boundary
conditions. For example, in the series of recent works by Ogata |13H15], clarifying the crucial role
of boundary states in the classification of quantum spin chains with matrix product ground states
required the study of systems with open boundary conditions. Another situation of interest to
us is the application of results for quantum spin chains to fermion models in one dimension by
making use of the Jordan-Wigner transformation, which in the finite system set-up only works well
with open boundary conditions. In this way, we obtain explicit bounds on the spectral gaps in
the spectrum of perturbed spin and even fermion chains with one or more frustration free ground
states that satisfy a local topological order condition. This complements previous results that prove
stability of gapped fermion systems by other approaches [4,5,/12].

2. SETTING AND MAIN RESULT

2.1. Notations. Denote by (Z,| - |) the metric graph of integers. Let P;(X) denote the finite
subsets of X C Z. We will use A to refer exclusively to nonempty, finite intervals of the form
[a,b] = {neN:a<n<b}. Let bp(z,n) = {m € A:|z—m| <n} denote the restriction of a
metric ball to the interval. For each x € A, denote by 7, and R, the following distances to the
boundary:
(2.1) ry =min{r —a,b —z}, R;=max{z—a,b—z}
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2 A. MOON AND B. NACHTERGAELE

Although r, and R, depends on the interval [a, b], we omit this dependence from the notation since
we will always fix a finite volume [a, b] throughout our arguments.

In the following, we will consider both spin systems and fermion systems on the one-dimensional
lattice. Without difficulty, we could also treat systems that include both types of degrees of freedom,
but for simplicity of the notations, we will not consider such systems in this paper. It is also possible
to consider inhomogeneous systems for which the number of spin or fermion states depends on the
site. In order to present the main ideas without overly burdensome notation, we will only consider
homogeneous systems in the note.

The algebra of observables of the finite system in A, of either spins or fermions, will be denoted
by Aa. If we want to specify that we are specifically considering spins or fermions, we will use
the notation 2} or Qlﬁ, respectively. These algebras, and the associated Hilbert space they are
represented on, are defined as follows.

For spin systems, we have
AL = Ma(C)¥N, = (€)=,
where d is the dimension of the Hilbert space of a single spin, i.e., d = 25 + 1.

For fermions, Qlf\ denotes the C*-algebra generated by {a(x),a*(z) : x € A}, the annihilation and
creation operators defining a representation of the Canonical Anticommutation Relations (CAR) on
the antisymmetric Fock space Fx = F(£2(A)). The dimension of F, is 21 and Qlf\ is x-isomorphic
to the matrix algebra My (C).

Given an exhaustive net of CAR or spin algebras {2 : A € Pf(Z)}, the inductive limit Az, the
d®® UHF algebra, is obtained by norm completion:

A= (J A
AEPf(Z)

This algebra is often referred to as the quasi-local algebra, and A, = [J2Aa as the local algebra.

Define by Nx = > _.x a*(z)a(x) the number operator for X € Py(Z), and define the parity
automorphism by:

(2.2) pAa(A) = exp(imNp)Aexp(imNy)

Say that A € 91}1 is even if ppA(A) = A and odd if pp(A) = —A. The observable A is even if and
only if it commutes with the local symmetry operator exp(im/Ny), which is if and only if A is the
sum of even monomials in the generating set {a(z),a*(z) : € A}. Unlike the odd observables, the

even observables form a x-subalgebra of Qlf\, which we denote by 917{

2.2. Assumptions. Let I be a subinterval of Z, not necessarily finite. An interaction on I is a
function ® : P¢(I) — Ujoc such that ®(X) = &(X)* € Ax for all X € Pr(I). The corresponding
local Hamiltonian of the finite system on A C I is Hy = )y, ®(X). Say ® is non-negative if
®(X) >0 for all X € Ps(I). Say ® is an even interaction of the CAR algebra if ®(X) € A%.

The interactions in our perturbative set-up will satisfy the following assumptions. First, let
n : Pp(Z) — Aioc be a non-negative interaction with distinguished local Hamiltonians Hy. We will
refer to ) as the unperturbed interaction. We assume 7 has the following properties:

i. Finite range: there exists R > 0 such that diam(X) > R implies n(X) = 0.
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ii. Uniformly bounded: there exists M > 0 such that for all X € P¢(Z), [|n(X)|| < M.

ili. Frustration free: for all intervals A € Py(Z), ker(Hy) 2 {0}.

iv. Uniformly locally gapped: There exists 79 > 0 such that for all intervals [a,b] € Pf(Z),
with b —a > R, v is lower bound a for non-zero eigenvalues of Hg .

v. Local topological quantum order (LTQO) of the ground state projectors.

The concept of LTQO was introduced in [2]. We will need to adapt the definition to take into
account parity and boundary conditions, which we do in the next section.

Next, we consider the perturbations. To allow edge effects, we will consider perturbations given
in terms of a family of interactions on intervals. For each A, let oA - P¢(A) — Ao be an interaction
on the interval, and denote by [®] the collection of these perturbative interactions:

(2.3) (@] = {®": A e Pp(Z)}

The perturbed Hamiltonians have the form:

(2.4) Ha(e) = 3 n(X) + @M (X), e € [0,1]
XCA

and while the Hamiltonians depend on the interval A, lower bounds on gaps in the spectrum will
be uniform in the volume.

Our main assumption on the interactions ®* in [®] is that ®*(X) decays rapidly with the
diameter of X. To make this precise, we use F-functions and provide explicit bounds in terms
of the F-norm. The definition and properties of F-functions and F-norm can be found in the
Appendix. In our argument, we will use functions of the form:

F(z) = e M@ Fb(z)
L
(14 cx)®
where k > 2 and L,c > 0. The function h : [0,00) — [0,00) is a monotone increasing, subadditive
weight function. At times, it will be necessary to precompose F' with a transformation 7 : [0, 00) —

R, and so we will take as convention F' o 7(z) = F(0) for 7(x) < 0. We will denote by || - ||r the
extended norm (/6.1)) induced by F'.

(2.5) e —

Using F-function terminology, we assume for the perturbations:

i. Fast decay: there exists an F-function F(r) = e*h‘bmﬁ, for L,c > 0 and k > 2, such

that sup, || ®*||F < oo.
ii. Metric ball support: for all A, ®*(X) # 0 implies X = ba(z,n) for some z € A and
n € N.

The assumption that ® is supported on metric balls is not restrictive, since a finite-volume Hamil-
tonian of any fast-decaying interaction can be rewritten as the finite-volume Hamiltonian of a balled
interaction with comparable decay (c.f. the appendix of [18]).

2.3. Local topological quantum order. Consider the unperturbed interaction 7 and its local

Hamiltonians. Denote by Px the orthogonal projection onto ker (Hx ), and define the state:
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4 A. MOON AND B. NACHTERGAELE

Definition. The unperturbed interaction 7 satisfies local topological quantum order if there exists
a monotone function € : [0,00) — [0, 00), decreasing to 0, such that for all z € A and n,k € N
satisfying 0 < k < r; and k < n < R,, the following bound holds:

(2.6) VA€ Ay, k) [ Poy(am) (A — WA(A)) Py am) | < Qz2(n) — F)[|A]

where z, : N — N is the cut-off function defined in terms of distance to the boundary of A (2.1)):

m ifm<r,
(2.7) Za(m) = { T, else

If n: Pr(Z) — QLIfOC is an even interaction and 1) holds for the restricted class of observables
Aef
ba

(w,k)? then we will say n has Zs-LTQO.

For example, the AKLT interaction with either periodic or open boundary conditions has LTQO
with Q(r) = (1/3)". The interaction defined in (5.1) has Zy-LTQO with Q(r) = 0 for r greater
than a cut-off D > 0 defined by the interaction parameters, and Q(x) = 2 otherwise (Proposition

5.4).

2.4. The main result. For any finite interval A, we consider the local Hamiltonian Hj () given
in (2.4). There exist continuous functions A1,...,Ay : [0,1] — R such that for all ¢ € [0,1],
{A1(g),..., An(e)} are the eigenvalues of Hp(g). We partition sp(H(g)) into two disjoint regions,
an upper and a lower part of the spectrum, and call the minimum distance between these two sets
the spectral gap above the ground state or the spectral gap:

(2.8) spo,a(€) = {Xi(e) : Xi(0) = 0} spia(e) = {Aj(e) - A;(0) > 03

(2.9) Y(Ha(e)) = min {A — 12 A € spy p(€), p € spgale)}

For a class of sufficiently small perturbations, the main result of this paper establishes a lower
bound for the size of the spectral gap which does not depend on A, under the assumptions that n
has LTQO, the interactions in [®], from , decay sufficiently fast and, in the case of fermions,
that the interactions are even. The spectrum may have other gaps which can be defined similarly in
terms of eigenvalue splitting, and we also prove an estimate showing how these gaps persist under
weak perturbations. To state these results, we define several constants that characterize the effect
of the perturbation and the presence of edge effects.

The effect of perturbations near the boundary of A is, in general, different and stronger than far
away from the boundary. As a consequence, our stability result for open chains features a distance
parameter D > 0, in terms of which we distinguish sites near and far away from the boundary.
In Section 3, we write each ®" as the sum of an interaction ®P(A), with local Hamiltonian oL
supported at the D-boundary, and a bulk interaction ®™'(A). Define the following two finite
constants quantifying the strength of the bulk and edge perturbations, respectively:

Mipy = sup {||®™(A)||p : diam(A) > max {2D, R}}
A

Mp = sup {||®%|| : diam(A) > max {2D, R}}
A
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Then, for constant:

(e (222
ro( Lol +om(151) +) )+ 3

neEZ

where Fy(x) = F?(x/18 — R — 3/2), we are able to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.11(Ground state gap stability for spin chains). Suppose 1 : P¢(Z) — 4} . has LTQO

with Q(n) < n™", for v >4, and there exist K > 0, s € (0,1] such that he satisfies ho(r) > Kr®.
Then there exists (o) > 0 such that 0 < e < e(yp) and diam(A) > max {2D, R} imply:

V(Ha(e)) = 0 — (m +2Mp)e > 0

The constant €(7yp) can be taken as:
. 0
- 1. "
£(70) mln{ —— }

As a consequence, if we assume 7 : Pr(Z) — 2 has Zy-LTQO, and ©Q and ®* : Pp(A) — A}
have the same decay assumptions as in Theorem [3.11] we are also able to prove:

Theorem There ezist €'(9) > 0 and constant m’, such that 0 < ¢ < €'(9) and diam(A) >
max {2D, R} implies:

V(Ha(€)) = 70 — mpe >0
The constants m', and €' (o) can be explicitly determined by the constants m, Mp and (7o)
The proofs of Theorems and rely on a relative form bound argument. We remark that
the proof will depend strongly on the fact that the size of the boundary of A can be bounded
independently of the size of A itself. This is special about one-dimensional systems. The stability

of the gap in higher dimensions requires a careful analysis of the locality of perturbations [11] and
more complicated assumptions.

Additionally, due to the relative form bound, the hypotheses for a stable ground state spectral
gap also imply general stability of the spectrum. Precisely, we prove the following statement about
the persistence of higher spectral gaps. In the statement, Ji, Jo, J3 refer to equations (3.12)) and
(13.15]).

Proposition 3.12.  Let T,y > 0, and denote res(Hy) = C \ sp(Hp). Suppose n,[®] satisfy
the hypotheses of Theorem . There exists e(y,T) > 0 such that for sufficiently large A and
0<e<e(T),ifv,ucsp(Hp) with (v,u) C res(Hy)N[0,T] and p—v > =y, then the gap between
v and i is stable. Precisely, if we denote:

V(v p,€) = min{A(e) € sp(Ha(e)) : A(0) = p} — max{A(e) € sp(Ha(e)) : M0) < v}
then:
VW, p,€) 2 (1 —pe)y —2(q¢ +pT'+ Mp)e > 0
for 0 <e <e(v,T) and p,q defined:

3
p= %Jl(HTZHF + M)  q=I[C(J3+4)+ L|([nllF + M)
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3. STABILITY OF SPECTRAL GAP IN SPIN CHAINS

3.1. Perturbations at the boundary. Here, we make the distinction between a perturbation
near the boundary and in the bulk. In this section, unless otherwise noted, we fix an interval
A = [a,b] and let ® denote the interaction ®*, with local Hamiltonian ®x =} v, ®(X).

Let D € N define a uniform distance parameter, and denote by Intp(A) the relative interior
[a + D,b — D]. The piece of the perturbation associated to z € A is ®, = 327 ®(by(x,n)), and
the whole perturbation is split by the relative interior: &, = (I)f + @It where

= > 2 o= Y @,

z€A\Intp (A) z€lntp(A)

are the edge and bulk perturbations, respectively. Let ®P(A), ®(A) : Pr(A) — A3 denote the
corresponding local interactions.

If z € Intp(A), then n > r, implies || ®(bp(z,n)|| < ||®||pF (D), and so even though the bulk
perturbative interaction contains terms which extend to the boundary, their contribution to the
total perturbation is relatively small as a function of D.

Since the Hamiltonian Hp + e®p is close in operator norm to the bulk-perturbed Hamiltonian,
it will suffice to prove ground state spectral gap stability for Hp + 5@5{“. To do this, we will
use a unitary decomposition method depending on spectral flow. First proved in [§], our present
formulation of the following theorem using F-functions comes from [18§].

3.2. Spectral flow decomposition. Let ¥ : Pr(I) — 2} . be an arbitrary interaction, A C I,
and suppose 7 € (0,70). Let en > 0 be such that 0 < ¢ < ep implies y(Ha(g)) > v, where
Hp(e) = Hp +e¥,. We may take €5 to be maximal. Because y(Hj(g)) is bounded below by
v and eV, is uniformly bounded on [0,e5], we may construct the spectral flow (also known as
quasi-adiabatic evolution) o : [0,e5] — A3, whose quasi-local properties are extensively discussed
in [1,/6]. Briefly summarizing, there exists a norm-continuous family U (e) of unitaries such that, if
P(e) denotes the orthogonal projection onto the kernel of Hy(e):

(3.1) as(A) =U(e)*AU(e) and P(e) = U(e)P(0)U(e)*.
The unitaries are the solution to —z'd%U(s) = D(e)U(e) with U(0) = 1, where the generator D(e)
is given by:
00 t
(3.2) D(e) = / wv(t)/ A o7 HAE) gg gt
—00 0

for a weight function w, € L' with compactly supported Fourier transform (see Lemma 2.3 in [1]).
Since the quasi-local properties of its generator are made clear by the expression , the spectral
flow automorphism transforms the perturbed Hamiltonian Hy (¢) into a unitarily equivalent finite-
volume Hamiltonian of a well-behaved, local interaction. Identifying this local interaction is the
content of the unitary decomposition theorem:

Theorem 3.1. Suppose ¥ : Py(I) — A ., satisfies a finite F-norm for F and hy(r) > Kr® for

loc?

some K >0 and t € (0,1]. Then for all0 <e <ep:

i. There exists an interaction ®'(e) : Pp(A) — A3 such that ac(Hp(g)) = Hy + ®1(e), and
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ii. ®!(e) is supported on the metric balls of A, that is,
Bh(e) = y(e)
zeA
where ®L(g) = Zfﬁl ®L(br(x,n),e) and each ®'(by(z,n), ) € Ay, oy Furthermore, for
all z € A, [P(0),®L(e)] = 0.

There exists a constant C' > 0, depending on the uniform bound M, range R, uniform gap vy and
decay parameters K and t, such that:

12'(e)llr, < Celllnllp, + 1¥llr,)

@here F, is an F-function depending on K,t,7v such that F,(r) decays faster than any polynomial
inr.

Proof. This reformulated statement of the original decomposition theorem found in [8] is proved in
Theorem 6.3.4 in 18], and so we record here only the precise form of F,. Define:

| (e/r)" if r <e”
(3.3) plr) = { r/(logr)® else r > e”
Define Ky = min {K,2/7}, and denote by vy the Lieb-Robinson velocity for the Heisenberg dynam-
ics generated by the interaction ¥. Denote fi(r) = u(527) and:

211\1/

Go(r) = e Roha () pb(y)

Then the F-function in the statement of the theorem is given by:

[ Gy(0) it r <18R + 27
(3.4) Fy(r) = { Gy(r/18 — R—3/2) elser > 18R+ 27

O

For the remainder of this section, let U(g), a. and ®!(¢) be from an application of Theorem (3.1
when W is the bulk perturbative interaction ®"*(A) with local Hamiltonian ®1t,

Lemma 3.2. The local operator ®(¢) can be rewritten:
(3.5) O(e) = () + P3(e) + wa(PL(e)) + R(e)
for terms defined:
ole)= Y ()
x€Inta (A)
¥() = (1 - P)(®1(e) ~wa(@1(e))1)(1 - P)
D3(e) = P(DL(e) — wa(®L(e))1) P
R(e) = @g(e) + Pgi1(2) + Py(e) + Dpya (€)

)l
)1

3

Proof. This follows from a direct calculation using the fact that [®L(e), P] = 0. O

The reason for separating the boundary terms R (¢) from the rest of the transformed perturbation
is for notational convenience, since the following argument will use the fact that |r,/2] > 0 for
z € Into (A)
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3.3. Relative form boundedness of perturbations. The argument for relative form bounded-
ness of the transformed perturbation ®!(¢) will depend on the following two elementary lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose x € A. For any 1 < m < r,,

IP@L() — wr(@L() P < [#1(2)] (ﬂm —m)+ 2F¢<m>)

Proof. Denote A —wp(A) = Ap and by (x,n) = by(n), for brevity. For 0 < m < r;, by linearity of
WA:

R m R
P(@;(g)) P=> Po'(by(k),e)oP = > PP (bs(k),e)oP + > P (by(k),e)oP
0 k=1 k=1 k=m+1
We bound the two summands separately. The right summand is bounded by Proposition [6.1
Ry
D 1P (ba(k), )oPl| < 21| ()|, Fy(m)
k=m+1

The left summand is bounded by local topological quantum order and the F-norm:

D IIPR (bo(k),e)o Pl <D Qre — k) [ (ba(k), €]
k=1 k=1

< Qry —m)||®' () ||k,

Combining these bounds proves the lemma. ([l

The next lemma uses the cut-off function z, defined in (2.1J).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose x € Inta(A). If 1 <m <r, and m <n < R,, then:

m

3 (cpl(bx(k)76)>opbz(n)

k=1

< o' @)lr. {m(zx(n) ) 4 4F(m)

Proof. Suppose A € lex(k)‘ The C*-identity and LTQO imply:

2
‘IIAPW)H _jap|| < ‘HAPW)IIQ _APIP] < 204120z () = m)

In the case A = > jr, ®1(b,(k), )0, the above bound and Proposition imply:
1AP,, (|l < 419" (€)1, 222 (n) — m)'/2 + | AP
By Theorem m ®!(e) commutes with P. So, using Lemma we get:
Ry
IAP|| < [|P23()o Pl +2 D 12} (ba(k), )]
k=m+1

< 12" @)lr. [sz(m )+ 4F¢<m>}
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Proposition [3.6| uses a finite resolution of identity {EY} defined at each site « € Inta(A) by:

1—-Py, ) ifn=1
E* = sz(n—l) - sz(n) ifl<n<r,
" Py ry — P ifn=r,+1
P elsen =r, +2

Lemma 3.5. The family {EX} has the properties:

re+2 .
Pymy f1<m<r;
1. ZEk_IlandZEk—{ﬂ e 1
2. Py, (ryEi =0 fork <,

Proof. We only comment that the second property follows from the frustration free assumption on
n- O

Proposition 3.6. Let x € Inta(A) and 0 < € < ep. There exist local operators @g(n,a), for
3 < n <7y, and operator O (g) such that:

dl(e)y = zz: O%(n,e) + O5(¢)

n=3
Furthermore, Py, (,)©%(n,e) =0, and ©%(n, ) and Og () decay rapidly:

1% (n, )| < 20(®" ()| F, {Q<n - 1>é ir <n - 3)]

10%(2)] < 2012 ()]l [ﬂ(; 1>% +F«o(”2_ 3)]

Proof. Fix x € (a,b) and ¢ € [0,2,]. Abbreviate @ = 1 — P and @} = ®(b,(k), )0, i.e.

Rm
1€ =) QPQ
k=1

Define a “cut-off” parameter n, = | %] and split ®L(¢)o into two sums:

(3.6) £)o = ZQ%Q + Z Q2,Q

= k=ng+1

The tail pf = Zk o1 @ Q can be bounded above in operator norm by using LTQO, so we turn
our attention to the other Summand Denote by @, ;) the complement projection 1 — B, ;). Using
the resolution {E,} at z, we rewrite Q®.Q for all 1 < k < n, as:

re+1 n—1 n
60 Qo= QuaniQuent Y Bk X Bn)+ (X Ba)oin]
n=2k+1 m=1 m=1

Define the following terms to organize the summands in (3.7)):
Vg(k) = Erz—&-lq)l%;@bz(rz) + Q(I)i;Erm—l—l Qg(n, k) = En(pll;sz(nfl) + sz(n)q)llgEn
75(2k) = Qp, (2% P4 Qs (20)
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so that:
QVLQ = vi(k)+75(2k) + D 05(n,k).
n=2k+1

For convenience, extend 75 (m) to previously undefined m by declaring 75 (m) = 0. The derivation
of the ©F(g,n), ©F (¢) operators will result from an interchange of order for the summation of terms
in ) over n and k. The following definition for ©F (n,e) accounts for the parity of r,:

L2z

k=1
L% ]
5(re,€) = 05(re, k) + 75 (ra)
k=1
Then:
QDL (e) ZQCI)kQ Z@ﬁna—i-@()
k=1

where ©F,(¢) = &+ 2, va(k). Next, the frustration free property of Hy implies that ker(H,, (,,)) C
ker(Hy, (n—1)), and so:

(3.8) V3<n <ry: By mOs(n,e) =05n,e)Py,m =0

Furthermore, we have the following bounds on operator norm, for all = € Inte(A) and 3 < n < ry,
by Lemma and Proposition

25 |25
105, )l < (Y @) Eull + 11 D ®hEall + 175 ()]

k=1 k=1
)|
3

(3.9) < 20/ ©]lx, [Q<n;1>%+ﬂp<n;

7“9:2— ﬂ

Now, we define several quantities which will appear in the derivation of the form bound. Note
the weight function e+ (®) of F, is bounded above by 1 on its domain. So any expression in F, is
bounded above by the corresponding sum using the shifted base F-function

max {|©F(rz, )|, €% ()|} < 20]®" ()|, [9(7"2‘ 1>2 . F¢<

O

(3.10) Fyo(r) = F®(r/18 — R — 3/2)
from and (| . Define:
(3.11) K(n, ) = 20Ce(|nllr + O™ (A)]]) [Q(” - 1) ‘LR <” - 3)]

k(n,e) does not depend on either A or the lower bound 7 on the instantaneous gap, and the
inequalities from (3.9)) are rewritten:

105 (n, e)|l < K(n,e) 10&(e)]l < K(rzse)
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Lastly, we see by the assumed decay of §2 that the following sums are finite:

= 3 20CIn[((In] — 1)/2)Y2 + Fo((In| - 3)/2)]

neL

= > 20C[((In| = 1)/2)"/% + Fo((In| - 3)/2)]

ne’l

(3.12)

The following argument for concluding form boundedness is essentially due to [§], modified to work
with the boundary terms introduced by Proposition We divide a large part of the Hamiltonian
with respect to a convenient partition of Into(A). For n € N, define the relation x ~,, y if and only if
r—y € (2n+1)Z. Index each of the parts A%, of Inty(A)/ ~,, by a representative i € I(n) C Inta(A).
Note that the cardinality of I(n) is roughly bounded above by 3n. The corresponding parts of the
Hamiltonian are defined:

= 3 Hig @, = 3 3(n.c)

TENY, AL

By definition of the ©%(n, ) operators, P2(e) = doni @i . In order to compare HY to ® we use a
resolution of identity from [8], whose properties we record here:

Lemma 3.7. For a configuration o : A, — {0,1}, define the projection S},(0) = [T cpi 02Qb,(n) +
(1 — Uac)sz(n) Then:

L) Si(o)=1

o:At,—{0,1}
2. 51(0)84(0") = by Si(0)
3. For all x € A, [©%(n, ), Si(a)] =0

Proof. These properties follow immediately from the fact that B, (,)©% (n,e) =0 and that x ~, y
implies bz (n) N by(n) = 0. O

Proposition 3.8. Suppose diam(A) > max {4, R}. There exist constants 6,3 > 0, dependent on
| @A) ||, such that 0 < e < ey implies, for all v € H:

(3.13) |(v, ®2(e)v)| < de||v||* + Be(v, Hpv)

Precisely, we may choose:

n 3 n
6= Ja(lnllr + 1™ (A)||F) and § = o 1limlle + 1™ (A) ).

Proof. Denote dy = diam(A). For any x € Inta(A), if n > r,, say that @E(n,s) = 0. Suppose
u € Hp. Then by Proposition

[(u, @*(e)u)| < [{u ZZ@Z N+ D sl e)|ul?

n=34el(n) z€Inta (A)
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The second term erlntz( A) k(ry,€) is bounded above by the constants in |i so we focus on
the first summand. Since [®¢, S! (a)] =0:

s > ol |<Zr 3 @2[25@(@]@

n=3icl(n 1€l(n)

<ZZ S S ISH0)O%(n, )| (u, Si(o)u)

n=3icl(n) o:AL, —{0,1} zcAf

(3.14) <Z Z w{n ) ST wlu Si(o)u)

n=34el(n x€AY o:AL—{0,1}
Op=
= Z Z DS 0@
n=3icl(n TEAY
3
< Z M@, Hau)
3 70

Hence:

a2l < | 30wl + [dz P v

xE€lInto (A) n=3

n 3 n
< B(Inllr + 1127A) 1) |l + ~y e + 127 (A) || )e{u, Hau)

0

Corollary 3.9. There exists a constant o, dependent on ||®™(A)||r, such that 0 < ¢ < 5 and
diam(A) > max {4, R} imply:

Vi€ S I (82(e) + B3(e) + R(e)u)| < acllull® + Belu, Han)
Precisely, we may take o = C(||n||r + | @™ (A)||F)[J3 + 4] + 9.

Proof. Suppose z € Inta(A). Set m = [ ] in an application of Lemma to show:
|P(@5 ()0 P < |9 (e)]| 7, [2ra/2) + 2F,(|r2/2))]
But by the decay of 2 and Fy, we have that the following sum is finite:
(3.15) Js = 3 0(1e/2) + 2Fo(|J21/2))
2€Z
And, summing over z € Inty(A):
1% < D IP(@5(e)oP < (19 (e)llr, T
z€Int2(A)

Next, it is straightforward to apply Proposition to R(e) to get an upper bound on the norm:
IR@E) < 4] )]k,
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Until now, all estimates have been expressed using a local bound ||®™(A)||r on the strength
of the bulk perturbation for fixed A. In order to obtain volume independent lower bounds on the
spectral gap, we use the following uniform quantity:

My = sup {||®™(A)||p : diam(A) > max {2D, R}}
A
Proposition 3.10. There exist exyy > 0 and constant m > 0 such that 0 < & < ey and diam(A) >
{4, R} imply:
Y(Hp 4 PR > 49 —me >0

The constants eyt and m can be taken as the following expressions:

m = <3J1 +2Jo+C(J3+ 8)) (InllF + M)
s 70
Elnt = mm{l, m}

Proof. Let v € (0,7p). For fixed A with diam(A) > max {4, R}, there exists e > 0 such that for
all 0 <e <ep, v(Hp+ gq)klt) > ~. By continuity of the eigenvalue functions, we may assume €, is
maximal, i.e. either £5 = 1 or there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all 4 € (ep,en+c), Y(Hp+udt) < 4.

Since the gap does not close on [0, ,], we use the spectral flow decomposition (3.5)) to transform
Hpy + e@f{‘t by unitaries and a shift in the spectrum:

—_~—

e (Hp + @) — wp (PL(e)) = Hy + ®%(e) + ®3(e) + R(e)

But by Corollary if £ < ey, then ®(c) = ®2(¢) + ®3(¢) + R(e) is Hp-bounded. Now, by the
relation P(e) = U(e)P(0)U(g)* in (3.1), the span of the eigenvectors to the 0-group of Hy + ®(¢)
is exactly ker(Hp). So, if A is in the O-group, which we will denote by sp(0, €), then there exists a
unit norm u € ker(Hy ) such that:

(3.16) Al = [(u, (Hx + @(e))u)| < e
Next, define 1 > 0 as the solution to h(e) = 7, where h is defined:
h(e) = (1 — Be)yo — de — 4Ce(||n||F + M) — ce
Set £y = min {1, 1}. Combining and , we see that if 0 < e < min{e,,ep}, then:

V(Ha(e)) = veker(lgzi)gwﬂ(v, [Ha + @%(e) + R(e)]v) — maxsp(0,¢)

> h(e)
>

By maximality, either ey = 1 or ’y(HA+EA<I>k‘t) = . Hence ¢, < €5 necessarily and fy(HA—i—aCI)}{lt) >
h(g) > ~ for all ¢ < . But now, v was arbitrarily smaller than 7. Set:

Emt = sup{ey : 7 € (0,70)}-
Evidently eyt does not depend on A, and if 0 < & < ey, then:
Y(Hp + @) > h(e) = v9 — me > 0
where the constant:

m = (3J1 4 2Jo + C(J3 + 8)) (|1l p + Mat)

comes from rewriting the lower bound h(e) as a linear equation of €. O



14 A. MOON AND B. NACHTERGAELE

Denote by Mp the following finite uniform bound on the strength of the edge perturbations:
Mp = sup {||®%| : diam(A) > max {2D, R}}
A
We remark that My, and m are defined in terms of F-function decay, while Mp is defined in terms

of the operator norm.

Theorem 3.11 (Ground state gap stability for spin chains). Suppose n : Py(Z) — . has LTQO

with Q(n) < n™", for v > 4, and there exist K > 0, s € (0,1] such that he satisfies ho(r) > Kr®.
Then there exists (o) > 0 such that 0 < e < e(y9) and diam(A) > max {2D, R} imply:

Y(Hp(e)) > v — (m+2Mp)e >0

The constant (o) can be taken as:

. 0
1 =m 1. — "™
(3 7) 6(70) m { ’ m + 2MD }

Proof. Considering e®¥ as a perturbation of H +e®", the spectrum of H + e®% + @1 must be
contained in the compact neighborhood:

Oa(e) = {r e R:d(r,sp(H + @) < [[e@Y[|}
That is,
Y(Hy(e)) > v(Ha + @) — 2[R | > 70 — (m + 2Mp)e
O

Since the stability theorem guarantees a A-independent neighborhood of 0 where a relative form
bound of the perturbation will hold, we can also conclude stability of spectral gaps which are
located higher in the spectrum.

Proposition 3.12. Let T,y > 0, and denote res(Hy) = C\ sp(Ha). Suppose 0, [®] satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem . There exists e(y,T) > 0 such that for sufficiently large A and 0 < € <
e(v,T), if v, € sp(Hp) with (v, ) C res(Hpo) N[0,T] and p — v > =, then the gap between v and
1 1s stable. Precisely, if we denote:

(v, ) = min{A(e) € sp(Ha(e)) : M0) = p} — max {A(e) € sp(Ha(e)) : A(0) < v}
then:
(v, p,€) = (1 —=pe)y —2(¢+pT + Mp)e >0
for p,q defined:

3
(3.18) p= %Jl(HUHF + M) g = ([Inllr + Mw)[C(J3 +4) + J2]

Proof. Let ®(¢) be defined as in Proposition for 0 < & < em. By Proposition for all
ueEH Al

|(u, ®()u)| < pe(u, Hyu) + gellul®
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Let z = Y32 and denote R¢(¢') = (¢ — Hy — ®(¢')) !, with R¢ = R¢(0). Let U denote the polar
unitary such that R, = U|R.|. Since R, is self-adjoint, |R,|U* = U|R,|, and so for unit norm u:
Sup [(w, [R:|2U () | Re|2u)| < ||| Ra|' 2@ () RV
(3.19)
< Hs.lHlp qell| R V%0 + pe(v, Ha|R.|v)
v||=1

That is, for sufficiently small e:
IIR-[V2U*®(e)| Ra|'2|| < qel| Ra|| + pe(1+ 2| R ) < 1
and by the expansion:
R.(e) = Ulz = H['*(1 = |R.| PU*®(¢)|R.| /%) |2 — H|'/?
we derive the lower bound:
d(z,sp(Ha + ®(¢))) = (1 —pe)y — 2(q + pT)e.
Hence for sufficiently small ¢, independently of sufficiently large A,
Y, p,e) = (1 —pe)y —2(qg+pT + Mp)e >0
O

3.4. The thermodynamic limit. So far, we have studied finite spin chains and shown that, under
a set of general assumptions, the group of eigenvalues continuously connected to the ground state
energy of a finite frustration-free Hamiltonian remains separated by a gap from the rest of the
spectrum, uniformly in the length of the chain and as long as the perturbations are not too large.
We now want to show that the states associated with this group of eigenvalues all converge to a
ground state of the model in the thermodynamic limit. The lower bound for the gap of finite chains
is then also a lower bound for the gap above those ground states of the infinite chain.

For concreteness, we consider Hamiltonians of the form , where 7 satisfies the assumption
set out in Section and [®] = {®" | A € P¢(Z)} is a family of perturbations given in terms of
interactions ®, ®* € Bp and a few parameters that define the boundary conditions. Specifically,
consider intervals A C Z of the form [—a,b], a,b > 0, and for any D > 0, let Intp(A) = [—a+ D, b—
D]. Let 0 denote the triple of parameters (D1, Da,s), D1, Dy > 0,s € [0,1] and consider

(3.20) H)=) nX)+e| D X)+s >  2X)

XCA XCAp, XC(A\Ap,)

This form of the Hamiltonian covers a broad range of perturbations and boundary conditions. The
o}
dynamics generated by Hf(e) is the one-parameter group of automorphism TtHA(e).

As explained in Section if we take, for example, A, = [—ay,by], s, € [0,1] arbitrary, and
D; ,,, D3y, such that min(ay, b,) —max (D1 y, D2,) — 00, then there is a strongly continuous group
of automorphisms 7f,¢ € R on 2z such that

on

(3.21) lim |7} 2 (4) = 76(A)| = 0, for all A € e,

n—oo

If we take € € [0,€¢(y0)), with €(y0) as in Theorem we have a uniform gap separating the
lower portion of the spectrum of H/?Z (€), denoted by spy 5, () in 1} and the rest of the spectrum.
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The following results provides an estimate of diam(spy 5, (¢)). For simplicity, let A,, = [-n,n] for
the remainder of the section.

Lemma 3.13. In the assumptions of above, choose s, =0 and put D1, = D,,. Then, there exists
a function G : [0,00) — [0,00) which decreases to 0 as n tends to infinity and, for large enough n:

diam(spg 5, (€)) < €G(Dn)

Precisely, we may take:

o0

G(r)= Y F([k/4]) + 16C(Mun + |Inl|#) [2(k/4) + Fo([k/4])]
k=|r]

where F is an F-function depending on ||n||r and My.

Proof. Suppose n is sufficiently large so that D, /2 > R, the range of the interaction 7. By the
spectral flow decomposition in (3.5)),

diam(spy,, (<)) < 2 PO ()oP|
=2 > {PP()oP:x € An}
<2(A+ B)
for A, B defined by complementary regions of the interval A,, = [—n,n]:
A= {IPBL()oPl | Vo € An: [(—n+ Dn)/2) < < |(n— Da)/2]}
B =) {|[P®()oP|| | Vz € Ap: —n <2 < [(—n+ Dy)/2| or [(n— Dy)/2| <z <n}
By applying LTQO and F-norm bounds,

(0.9}
1Al < 8C(Mun + |Inll)e Y [2(k/4) + Fo([k/4])]
k=|Dn|
where Fj is the shifted base F-function from @ . For the norm bound on B, let Ay, denote the
partial trace difference operators from the proof of Theorem [3.1] (c.f. Theorem 6.3.4 in [18]), defined
with respect to an enlargement of X C A,,. Suppose —n <z < [(—n+ D,,)/2] or [(n — D,)/2| <
x < n. Denote dy(n) = d(x,Intp,(A,)). By the locality assumption on ®*» and the fact that
d;(n)/2 > R, if k < dy(n)/2, then, in the notation of the proof of Theorem

@ (ba(k), ) = Ay, (v (0 —id) © Fu, . (ha))

and so:
ld=(n)/2] Ry
POl <[ S PO b(k). P+ S [POLba(k), )P
k=1 k=|da(n)/2)+1

< [[(ae —id) o Fu, . (he)l| + 8C (Mg + [l p)eFo(|de(n)/2])

Using the quasi-locality of the generator iD(e) of the spectral flow unitaries:

£ Ry
(@ —id) o Fu, c(ha) = /O mSAn([D(s),ZAbI(k)(fww(),E(hx)]) ds
k=1

and there exists a F-function F', independent of A, such that:

(e = id) © Fus, . (ho)| < eF(|da(n)/2])
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Hence:

o0

IBIl< > eF(k/4]) +8C (M + ||nll r)eFo(| k/4))
k=|Dn|

Let G(r) = Y32 ) F([k/4)) + 160 (Myug + [0 7, ) [Q(K/4) + Fo([k/4])]. Then:

diam(spo,y, (£)) < <G (Dy)

0

Let P,(e¢) denote the spectral projection of ng(e) associated with the isolated portion of the
spectrum spy 5, (€) and define the set of states of 23 , S,(¢), with support in the range of P, (e):

Sn(e) = {w | w is a state on A} with w(P,(e)) = 1}.
We now consider the thermodynamic limits of these states:

S(e) = {w state on A7 | 3I(ny) increasing and wy, € Sy, (€) s.t. lilznwk(A) = w(A),VA € A}

Lemma 3.14. Let c,(g) = diam(sp 5, (€)). Then
(i) for all w € Sp(e) and A € A} , we have

Rew(A*[HY" (), A]) = —ca(e) | AP, and {Imw(A[H" (¢), A])| < eale) | Al

(11) If s, = 0 and Dy, is such that lim,[n — Dy ,] = lim, Dy, = oo, then, for all w € S(e) and
Ae Qllzoc, we have
lim w(A*[H" (¢), A]) > 0.

n—oo

Proof. The proof of (i) is elementary and the proof of (ii) follows by noting that the additional

assumptions imply that the sequence [Hi:(e),A] converges in norm and that lime,(e) = 0 by
Lemma [3.13] ]

In other words, the conditions of part (ii) of the lemma imply that the states in S, (€) converge
to ground states of the infinite system. In Section [6.2] it is explained that the spectral flow au-
tomorphisms, like the time evolution of the system, converge to the same limit regardless of the

choice of boundary condition 9,,. Since we have the relation P,(0) = fnOn (P,(e)) we also have
Sn(e) = 8,(0) 0
and as an easy consequence of the convergence (see [1][Lemma 5.6]) we then also have
S(e) =85(0) o ae.
Since the same «, relates limiting states regardless of the boundary conditions, for example with
constant sequence 9,, = 9, for any n, these limiting states must be the same and, hence, also ground

states of the infinite systems defined by the dynamics 7v. The same conclusion then holds for the
lower bound on the spectral gap above these ground states (see [10] for the details).
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4. STABILITY OF SPECTRAL GAP IN FERMION CHAINS

4.1. Quasi-local maps. Suppose 2, is a local algebra of observables which is *-isomorphic to
A%. Let ¢ : Ap — A} denote a possible x-isomorphism. Given a local Hamiltonian Hy in Ay, ¢
unitarily transforms H, into a Hamiltonian H} = ¢(Hy) of the spin algebra. Using an exhaustive
family of conditional expectations {0, : X; C X;41}, H3 can again be realized as the sum of local
operators through a telescoping sum:

N-1
VB EAr: ¢(B)=0x,(0(B)+ > 0x,.,(¢(B)) — Ox,(¢(B))
j=1

The proof of Theorem uses this method of decomposition in the setting where ¢ is a quasi-local
*-automorphism, and the 0x, are normalized partial trace over increasing metric balls X; = b, (7).
The quasi-locality property, defined below, guarantees the transformed local interaction will have
decay comparable to that of the original interaction.

In this section, we prove stability of the spectral gap for even Hamiltonians in the CAR algebra of
fermions satisfying Zo-LTQO. To do this, we will use the Jordan-Wigner isomorphism to transform
even fermion interactions into spin interactions in a way that respects the parity symmetry.

Definition. Let A € P(Z) be a nonempty interval. A linear map « : A3 — A} is quasi-local if
there exist constants C' > 0,p € N, and decay function g : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that if X, Y C A
are disjoint subsets, then for all A € A5 and B € 23,, the following bounds hold:

(4.1) la(Al < CIXPILA[] [[[«(A), B]I| < ClA[IB]|X[Pg(d(X,Y))

Example. The local Heisenberg dynamics 7 : U C R — Aut(2%) generated by an interaction ¥
with a finite F-norm is a collection of quasi-local maps parametrized by t. Let F' be an F-function
such that ||¥||p < oo, and denote by vy the Lieb-Robinson velocity. There exists a constant C'y > 0
such that for X,Y € Pr(A) disjoint sets and A € A5, B € A3, the following Lieb-Robinson bound
holds:

I (A), Bl < Co(e =D AINBI Y- F(lz —yl)

rzeX,yey
But by properties of the F-function:
S Fla—g) <|X|swpd S Fle-y)ireZy <o
reX,yey YEL
lz—y|>d(X,Y)

So take C; = Cy(e*¥!l — 1), p; = 1 and:

gt(n) = sup Z Fllz—y|):x €Z
YEL
lz—y|=n

In particular, the spectral flow automorphism o : [0,4] — Aut(23) is quasi-local [1].

Lastly, we specify the normalized partial trace maps. Let:

X(n)={z€eA:qx e X, |z—z| <n}
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...denote an enlargement of X € Pr(A). Denote the normalized partial trace of the state space
over A\ X(n) by:

0 - -
X0 ™ dim HA\X (n)

trfJA\x(n) :

For convention, we will take the trace over §)j as the identity map. Then define, for all A € 2A%:

Ax0)(A) = Ox0)(A), Axm)(A) =O0xm)(A) = Ox(n-1)(4).

4.2. Transformation of even fermion interactions. Recall, we denote by QlX C Ql/{ the even
operators of the CAR algebra over A. We say 5 € Aut(2,) is even if it preserves the parity. Even
interactions are defined similarly. We also denote S* = (o' £ i0?). The following definition is
the well-known Jordan-Wigner transformation, which gives a C*-isomorphism of CAR and spin
algebras.

Definition. Consider the case AT, = M5(C). Let 9y : Qlﬁ — A3 denote the Jordan- Wigner map
defined by:

a(x) — exp < — i?TZ Sjé})S; a*(z) — exp (Z?TZ Sjb})&j

i<z i<z

The Jordan-Wigner transformation extends the notion of parity to the spin 1/2 algebra. We say
A €3 is even if ¥, 1(A) € AL.

Proposition 4.1. Let X C A be any subinterval.
1. If Ae AL, then Ip(A) € A

2. If a: A} — A} is an even quasi-local map, then Ax () o« is also even.

Proof. Suppose A is a monomial ca® (z1) - - - a (z2,). By the CAR, we may assume z; < z;41. A
direct computation shows the first part of the lemma holds for the even monomials which generate
Ql}:

2n xp—1
Ip(A) =c¢ H S;kSzkil exp <:|: i Z S']J-FS'j) € A%.
k=2 j:$k_1
Next, we show that the partial trace is an even map. For any x € A, define the following four
unitary operators:

=1, ) = ol ) =i, ) o

Now, let Z C Aand B® C € A3, ® QLZ\Z. Denote by I,\z the set of finite sequences ¢ : A\ Z —
{0,1,2,3}. Define:
u(l) = H ugLZ).
z€Z

Using elementary properties of trace and locality in the spin algebra:

(4.2) dim(slﬁA\Z)B ®tr(C)1 = ﬁ Z u(e)*[B ® Clu(r) € A7

LEIA\Z
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The relation in (4.2)) uniquely defines the partial trace, hence:
1

0z(-) = vl Z u(e)™[Ju(e).
LGIA\Z
The second part of the lemma follows from this formula. O

In the following, we will assume the interactions are supported on intervals:

Definition. An interaction ® is supported on intervals if ®(X) # 0 only if X = [a,b] for some
a,be’.

Any interaction can be “regrouped” into one with interval support, and while the methods to
do this are neither new nor canonical, we record here a simple way without changing the local
Hamiltonians, at the expense of rate of decay.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose I C Z is an interval and ¥ : Pp(I) — Ujoc is an interaction. Then
there exists an interaction ® : Py(I) — Uioc, supported on intervals, such that for all finite intervals
A C I, the local Hamiltonians are equal:

Dp= ) (X)) =Ty
XCA

If U is an unperturbed interaction with uniform bound M, range R, and local gap 7o, then so is @,
with uniform bound 28M and the same range and local gap.

Furthermore, if | V|| p < oo, where F is the F-function in (6.4), and h(r) > Kr® for some K >0
and s € (0,1], then |®||a < |[|¥||F for the F-function defined:

Cy

— e ghl)__~®
G(T‘) e 2 (1+CT)H7

Co=1L Z ne~2h(®)
n=1

Proof. If I C 7Z, then we may extend ¥ to Z by ¥(Z) = 0 for Z ¢ I, and by construction, ® defined
in terms of the extension will restrict to an interaction on I. So we may assume I = Z. We will
define ® by induction on the diameter n of intervals [k, k + n]. When n = 0,1 define:

O({z}) =¥ ({z}) and ®({z,z + 1}) = V({z,z + 1})
For larger n, define:
O([k,k+n)) =Y {U(X):X C [k k+n],diam(X) = n}

By construction, ®5 = ¥,. Now, suppose ® is an unperturbed interaction with constants M, R, vg.
Since Py, (2,0) = Vb, (a,n) for all z and n,  and ¥ have the same local gap. Similarly, it is clear
that ® and ¥ have the same range R, and if diam([a,b]) < R:

1@ ([a, 0])|| < 27M
Now, suppose @ is some interaction, not necessarily finite range, with ||®||r. For fixed k € Z and

n > 0, by Proposition [6.1

le(k,k+nDl < > W) < | ¥]rFE(n)

XePf (Z)
k,k+neX
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So for x,y € Z:
Sole(kk+n)l= > > @[k, &+ n])l
k,n n>lz—y| k
z,y€[k,k+n] z,y€|k,k+n]
< > > vleF(0)
n>lz—y| k
z,y€k,k+n]
ey L
<|¥|r Z (n+1—lz—yle m
n>lz—y|
SR O ) B —
n=1 (1+C‘l‘—y‘)
That is,

B(X)
8o =sup { S APy,

z,yEZ XePy(Z) G(| y|)
z,yeX

0

Proposition 4.3. Suppose V : Pr(I) — Qlfc 18 an even interaction supported on intervals. Then
there exists an even interaction ® : Pr(I) — 2 . such that for any A C I:

loc

UA(Pp) = Pp

If U satisfies a finite F-norm for some F' of the form , then so does ®. If U is an unperturbed
interaction, then so is ® for the same constants.

Proof. For Ag C A, let t5,,a denote the inclusion Qlf\o — 915; IfAe QIXO, then by expanding in an
even generating set of monomials we see:

LAg,A © Vg (A) = Jn 01594 (A)

So there exists an injective x-morphism 9 : UQ(+ — Qlfoc which extends every 5, from which

we define ®(X) = J(V(X)). By Proposition this is a well-defined interaction which is also
supported on intervals. Evidently ® is an even interaction, i.e. 9~!(®(X)) is even for any X.

¥ is isometric, and for the F-function F':

[l =sp 3 WEEDD_ g

20 G Pl =)
yeX

Now suppose W is an unperturbed interaction. Then evidently @ is uniformly bounded. @ is
frustration free and uniformly locally gapped since, for any A, there exists a unitary Qa : 95 — Sa
such that for A € Qlfi:

J(A) = Ir(A) = QR AQA

Since 1 is an isometry which preserves support for even observables, and Q5 is unitary, ® has the
same uniform bound, range, and local gap as V. O
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Theorem 4.4 (Ground state gap stability for fermion chains). There exist 5’70 > 0 and constant
m’, such that 0 < e < el and diam(A) > max {2D, R} implies:

Y(HA(€)) = v0 — mipe > 0

The constants m’, and 5’% can be explicitly determined by the expressions in .

Proof. By Proposition we assume 7 and ® = & are supported on intervals. Proposition
implies the existence of spin interactions n° and ®° with the same uniform bound, range, local gap
Yo and decay.

Let v € (0,79) and D € N be a chosen distance from the boundary, uniform in the volume, and
consider fixed A with sufficiently large diameter. By Theorem the spectral flow decomposes
the local Hamiltonian Hy (g) of 7 + e®:

aMHy +eBy) = Hy + 3 ®L(e) = Hy + B2(e) + BP(e) + R(e) + wa (®1(2))
TEA

Since ¥, is implemented by some unitary, 7° has Zo-LTQO for the same decay function . So
to apply the norm boundedness argument in Section 3, it suffices to argue that ®!(by(z,n),¢) is
even.

But the proof of Theorem [3.1in [18] guarantees the existence of even interactions W; : Pr(A) —
4 1 =1,2,3, and quasi-local maps K. A3 — AR such that:

i

O (ba(2,1),€) = Ay oy 0 K (W1 ({2) + 3 Ay, (2 © K5 (T2(ba (2, K)))
k=1

+ Dy ey © K5 (U304 (2, K)))

The K Z-(E) are defined in terms of the spectral flow automorphism and are also even maps. Hence,
by Lemma ®1(by(x,n),e) must also be even, since the even observables form a subalgebra. [

5. EXAMPLE OF EVEN HAMILTONIAN SATISFYING STABILITY HYPOTHESES

Here we describe an example of an interaction of the CAR algebra which satisfies the stability
hypotheses of Theorem Let X = {fi:ie€ B} and Y = {g; : j € B} be two collections of
vectors in £2(Z) such that:

(i) X UY is an orthonormal basis for ¢2(Z).

(ii) There exist R > 0 and collections {z; : i € B}, {y; : j € B} such that for all i, j:

supp(fi) C b(zi, R)  supp(g;) C b(y;, R)
i # j implies b(z;, R) Nb(xj, R) = 0 = b(y;, R) N b(y;, R)

Furthermore, denote: Xy = {f; :supp(f;) C W} and Yw = {g; : supp(g;) C W}. We will also
assume:
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(iii) There exists a diameter Ny such that for all intervals A, diam(A) > Ny implies Xy # () and
Ya #0.

Definition. Let n: Py(Z) — Qlf; . be the finite-range interaction defined by:
(5.1) n(b(zi, R)) = 1 — a*(fi)a(f:) n(b(y;, R)) = a*(g;)alg;)

Lemma 5.1. Suppose A is an interval such that diam(A) > Ny. Then Hy is non-negative, uni-
formly gapped and frustration free.

Proof. Let (fny,-- -, fa,) and (gm,, - - - » gm, ) be the collections of vectors whose support is contained
in A. If necessary, complete the list to an orthonormal basis of (2(A) with (hi,...,hy), p =
|A| — np — mp. Evidently Hy is uniformly gapped and non-negative. So we prove that:

ker(Hy) = span(¢x : X C [1,p])
where we define:

SA = fur Ao fns Cx = N\ iy rin € X C[Lpl}, ¥x = oa ACx

By calculation, ¥x € ker(Hy) for any X C [1,p]. But each term of the interaction Hy is a projec-
tion, the complement projection of some a*(fy)a(fy). So Hav = 0 implies ¢ € ran(a*(fi)a(f;)) for
each i =ny,...,na. O

Next, we show that the number of auxiliary orthonormal basis vectors h; needed to complete
Xp and Y, to a basis of £2(A) is uniformly bounded in A, and that each h; has support contained
towards the edge of A.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose diam(A) > Ny. Let Z(A) = {th), . .,h%A)}, n = n(A), be a basis for the
complement of span(Xx U V) in £2(A). Then:

(A)

i. For eachi € [1,n], supp(h; ') C A\ Intsr(A)

ii. [Z(A)| < 6R

Proof. Let (&) denote the orthonormal basis from X U ). Suppose supp(f) C Intsr(A). Then
x; ¢ A implies supp(f;) Nsupp(f) = 0, that is, (fi, f) =0 (resp. y; and (g;, f) = 0). Hence:

F=Y EmhHae= > (&

EEXNUYA

Hence f € span(Xy UY,). Now, a basis of the orthogonal complement of £2(Intgr(A)) in £2(A) is
necessarily supported on A \ Intzg(A), proving (1). Additionally, the dimension of ¢2(A \ Int3g(A))
is an upper bound for |Z(A)|, which proves (2). O

This lemma has an immediate corollary:

Corollary 5.3. Let A(W) denote the C*-subalgebra of Qlé generated by the operators a*(f),a(f)
such that f € W C £2(W). Then for all intervals A with diameter larger than 6R:

Aintzp(a) C A(XA U Vn)
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To conclude this section, we prove that the interaction defined in (5.1]) satisfies Zy-LTQO. Denote
D = max {No,3R}. Recall that if n > D then Hy,(, ) is non-negative and frustration free with
kernel indexed by Z(ba(z,n)).

Define the step-function £ : [0,00) — [0, 00) by:

0 ifx>D
Qz) = { 2 otherwise

Proposition 5.4. Suppose diam(A) > 2D, and let x € A, and (n, k) € N? be such that 0 < k < r,,
k <n < R,. Let P, denote the projection onto Hy, 4 n). Then for all A € Ql;\(

1Pn(A = wa(A) Prll < Q(zz(n) = K)[|A]l

z,k) :

Proof. We handle the two cases of n when diam(ba(z,n)) > Ny or diam(ba(x,n)) < Ny. Suppose
the former. Now, there are two subcases for k: either by(x,k) ¢ Intp(ba(z,n)) or ba(x, k) is
contained in that interior.

Suppose ba(z, k) C Intp(ba(x,n)). Then z;(n) —k > D, necessarily. Denote:

XbA(:c,n) = Xn = {f“ cee 7fiM} Z(bA(w,n)) == Z(n) = {hl, e .,hp}

Let ¥% = fi, Ao+ fisy Ny A=+ h
by X C Z(n). A calculation shows:

[Pn(A —wa(A))Prll S6R sup [(¢, AY) —wa(A)] + QGR)S;I; (%, Avy)]

XCZ(n)

njx| D€ a generic unit norm basis vector of the kernel, indexed

But by the theory of quasi-free states and Corollary 5.3:

sup |(Px, AYx) —wa(4)

| = sup [(V%, Ayy)| =0
XCZ(n) X#Y

Now suppose b (x, k) is not contained in the D-interior of bp(z,n). This implies z,(n) — k < D.
And by the trivial commutator bound:

[P0 (A = wa(A)) Pl < 2| All = Q(z2(n) — F)[|A]

Lastly, suppose diam(ba(z,n)) < Ng. Then n —k < n < Ny < D. Hence z;(n) —k < D as well,
and the trivial bound agrees with 2. Conclude that Hp satisfies LTQO for €. O

6. APPENDIX

6.1. F-functions and decay of interactions. In addition to LTQO, a critical assumption for our
spectral gap stability argument is rapid decay of the perturbations in [®]. We choose to describe
this decay through F-functions, which have several useful properties, one of which is defining an
extended norm on the real vector space of interactions.

Definition. A function F : [0,00) — (0,00) is an F-function for (Z,] -|) if:

i F) = 3 ep Fla) < o0 ;
ii. there exists C'r > 0 such that for all x,y € Z:

Y Flla—z)F(lz = yl) < CrF(|z - y)).

2€Z
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Furthermore, if ® is an interaction, then the F-norm of ® (with respect to F) is defined:

[2(2)]
6.1 || =sup ——— 7 € (0,00].
(6.1) ol =g 3 gy [ €0
' (Z)
z,YeZ

Example. Suppose h : [0,00) — [0, 00) is a monotone increasing, subadditive function and x > 2.
The following function F' defines an F-function:

L

M= ehy L
(62) F( ) " (1_"_c7a)}i

, L,c>0

The F-function in (6.2]) and following properties will be used extensively in the proof of spectral
gap stability.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose ® is an interaction with finite F-norm for some F. Then:
N
1. For any collection Zy C Zy C --- C Zn, Z |12(Zk)| < ||®||pF(diam(Z7))
k=1
2. If n is a uniformly bounded, finite range interaction, then ||n||F < oo

and ||n + @||p < oco.
Proof. Let diam(Z;) = n, and choose z,y € Z; such that |z — y| = n. Then:

N
dole@ol< Yo X)) < [[@llrF(n)
k=1

X€eP;(Z)
z,yeX

Now, denote the range of n by R and uniform bound by M. Suppose z,y € Z. If Z € P¢(Z)
contains z,y and ®(Z) # 0, then Z C b(x, R) Nb(y, R). Hence:

Y (Xl < 2*fM

XeP;(Z)
z,yeX

Then ||n + ®||F < oo by the triangle inequality. O

6.2. Thermodynamic limit of the spectral flow. There are standard results giving conditions
on an interaction ® under which the finite-volume dynamics defined by

T8N A) = U(s, )" AU (s,1), A € s,
with

Hp(s) = ) ®(X,s),
XCA
and

d
d—U(S,t) =iHp(s)U(s,t),U(t,t) =1,s,t € I CR,
s

converges to a strongly continuous co-cycle of automorphism, T;I:t, of the algebra of quasi-local
observables 2(p, which is defined as the norm completion of the (strictly) local observables given by

A= J A
AEPf(F)
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One sufficient condition is that ®(-,¢) is a continuous curve taking values in the space Br, where I’
defines an F-norm, || - ||F on interactions as in the previous section of this Appendix [?]. For any
compact interval I, we can define the space Br(I) as the set of all such continuous curves and for
® € Br(I) the function

(6.3) I9(8) = swp s 3 R0,
x,ye ’ XePy(I):
z,yeX

is continuous and bounded. Strong convergence of the automorphisms here means that

lim ||7' g AA) - T2.(A)| =0, for all A e Ak,

AT ’
The limit is taken over any sequence of A, € P(I') increasing to I' and the limiting dynamics is
independent of the choice of sequence.

One can also show that the dynamics depends continuously on the interaction @ in the following
sense [9]:

2]|A min
(6.4) 72 (A) — 75 (A)]] < MHF”|X|€2 U@L (M) L, ($ — ),

holds for all A € Ax and s,t € I, and where where, for ® € Bp(I), and s,t € I, the quantity
I; s(®) defined by

max(t,s)
(6.5) 14(®) = Cp / @] (r) dr

min(t,s)

It is often important to include in the definition of the finite-volume Hamiltonians Hp terms that
correspond to a particular boundary condition. Such terms affect the ground states and equilibrium
states of the system, including in the thermodynamic limit but, in general, do not affect the infinite-
volume dynamics. In order to express this freedom in the interactions defining the finite-volume
dynamics that lead to the same thermodynamic limit, we use another, weaker, notion of convergence
of interactions interaction ® introduced in [9], where it is called local convergence in F-norm.

Definition. Let (I',d, Ar) be a quantum lattice system, F' an F-function for (I',d), and I C R an
interval. We say that a sequence of interactions {®,},>1 converges locally in F-norm to ® such
that:

(i) @, € Bp(I) for all n > 1,
(ii) (oS BF(I),
(iii) For any A € Py(T") and each [a,b] C I, one has that

n—o0

(6.6) lim/ (@ — @) s |(t)dt =0.

In this appendix, we want to apply this notion to the spectral flow generated by perturbations
of the form (2.4) and its thermodynamic limit.

The spectral flow a9 for the curve of Hamiltonians Hﬁ(e), € € [0,¢e9), defined in 1D also
depends on a parameter v > 0. This parameter is assumed to be a lower bound for the gap of
interest in the spectrum of H/‘?(e) in the stability argument, but this assumption is not needed
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for the construction of a?’a. The automorphisms aé\’a are generated by the self-adjoint operators
D3 (¢), defined by

(6.7) D =KM [ Y eX)+s > oX) ]|,

XCAp, XC(A\Ap,)
where the map ICé\’a 1 Ap — Ay, is given by

(6.8) KA9(A) = / T R (A)W,,(t)dt.

—o0
Note that KM is defined as a linear map but it depends itself on H{(¢) and therefore DY (e)
depends non-linearly on the perturbation. In [9][Section 5.4] a detailed study of transformations

of the form K?’a is performed. The following proposition follows directly from applying the more
general results in that work to the situation here.

Proposition 6.2 ( [9)). There exists an F-function F of the form and interactions WM0 ¢
By([0,€0]) such that

DR(e) =Y UM(X,e).
XCA
Furthermore, there exists an interaction ¥ € Bz ([0, o)) such that for any sequences Ay = [an, by] C
Z, Op = (D1,n,Dan,sp) , the interactions UAOn have uniformly bounded F-norm and converge
locally in F'-norm to V.

As a consequence, we can apply the following theorem from [9] to the sequences of interactions
ghnOn,

Theorem 6.3 ( [9][Theorem 3.8). Let ($,,)n>1 be a sequence of time-dependent interactions on I’
with ®,, converging locally in the F-norm to ® with respect to F. Suppose that for every [a,b] C I,

b
(6.9) Sup/ Dol (£) dt < 00
n>1Ja

Then for any X € Py(T'),
(6.10) lim |77 (A) = 75%(A)] = 0

forall A € Ax and each s,t € I. Moreover, the convergence is uniform for s,t in compact intervals.

Now, consider a sequence A, = [apn,by] C Z, Oy, = (D1, D2p,sn). As the result of applying
Proposition [6.2] and Theorem [6.3] we obtain the strong convergence of the finite-volume spectral
flow automorphism generated by ¥ to one and the same spectral flow for the infinite chain:
for € € [0, 1],

(6.11) lim_ a9 (A) = a(A), for all A e A,
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